rversdelnuaniger.

Further, respondentscitelack of
timeandlack of awarenessof the
problem asthemagjor reasonsthey are
not morepersonally involvedinpro-
tectingandconservingrivers.

Theparagraphsthat follow provide
adightly moredetailed summary of the
findings
Americans have a low
River 1Q

Thesurvey showsthat Americans

areprofoundly unawareof the
impact humanactionshaverivers
andwhat congtitutesthegreatest
impactstowater resources.

v" Althoughwedl livein
watersheds, 44% of those asked
could not definetheterm. Infact,
accordingtothestudy, 65%of al

See "IQ" on page 2

put_)l_i-é-d: fhe possibl edangé-r;rid v

locdl officia spostedsignsat
bridgesand accesspointsaong Sic
theriver, environmenta scientists fist

werebusy collectingsamplesfromthe Rt
contaminatedwater for analysis. It Tre
may beawhile, however, beforethe
extent of damagetotheriver or the

lekeisfully known, sidDonOstler, T
director, Utah Divisionof Water
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Utah NPS Allocations Proposed for 2002 o

Facedwith$11millioninproposas
and$1.6 millioninprojectedfundsto
divvy out, TheUtah Nonpoint Source
(NPS) Task Force Workgroup made
itsfiscal year 2002 Section 319
fundingrecommendationstothefull
task forceinlateAugust. WhileEPA
doesnot yet have an approved 2002
budget, theprojectedfundinglevel is
basedonlastyear’ sallocation.

“Thiswasthemost competitiveyear
the[319] programhasexperienced,”
saidMikeReichert, Utah Divisionof
Water Quality.“ Several bigproject
proposa sweredeemed not eligibleor
alow priority at thistime.”

Two of theproposal stotal ed about
$8million. They werenot fundedatall.
Severd other large, mediumand small

projectswerenot fundedatal. Still,
other projectswerefunded at a
level lessthanrequested.

The Big Winners

Oneproject actually wasap-
provedtoreceivemoremoney than
was requested. A $164,000 pro-
posal tocontinueUtah’ sAnimal
Feeding Operation (AFO) assess-
ment processwas cut to $100,000.
But $70,700inunused FY 2001
fundswerereroutedtothat project
for agrandtotal of $170,700,
$6,700 morethan requested.

Other bigwinnersincludea
proposal todevelop atotal maxi-
mumdailyload (TMDL) planfor

theOtter Creek Watershed, which g;
was proposed for $70,900 and

received $70,000. Theagricultural
watershedimprovement program Se

sponsored by theUtah Farm Bureau
Federationwasfully fundedat
$95,600. A continuation of theCub
River Watershed TMDL implementa-
tion project (requested $150,000 and
received $148,700), and the Upper
Bear River demonstrationproject
(fully funded at $36,400) alsofaired
well intheUtah approval process.

Other Proposals
Inall, eight proposalsdid not

See "NPS" on page 2




wholegeographicareamay have
beenwise. Without vision, thepeople
perish,” Jenkinswrote.

Still, hesaid, thelaw only requires
himtotest thedecisionfor reason-
ableness.

“Thedternativeschosenfor
considerationastothedefined
project havearational footing, and
thuswerenot arbitrary nor capri-
cious, eventhoughother aternatives
could havereasonably been consid-
ered, andtheagenciescould have
produced abetter product.”

WhiletheSerraClub hasvowed
to pressonwith theappeal sprocess,
many observersagreethat the
“reasonabletest” washardtobeat.

accordingtothejudge. But Jenkins
said hecould not substitutehisown
judgement for thestate's. Hesaid
that the Clean Water Act doesfavor
theprotection of wetlandsand water,
but thecourtsarerequiredtogive
“duedeference” togovernment
agencies.

Withinacoupleof weeksof the
decision, TheSierraClubandMayor
Andersonfiledanappesal infederal
court.

Thoughthelegd wranglingwill
continuefor at least awhile, most
expertsbelievethestatewill ulti-
mately winand get tobuilditshigh-

way.

. } \ W _.I:.II.
Differing opinions about the f
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ate and importance of wetlands in the path of the project
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are a continuing source of controversy. The court ruling won't end the controversy.

JITAaL oa L LanTt ncouul Lcivia IClUC‘
ment Plan, acomprehensiveprogram
toconservethelake' sresources.
Clarkehasserved asexecutive
director of theUtah Department of
Natural Resourcessince 1998.
Beforethat, sheserved asthe
department’ sdeputy director, starting
in1993. With nearly two-thirdsof
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State Sells Bird Re
Feds, Norton Flies

Inanefforttosignal that theskies
areonceagainfriendly, many Bush
Administration cabinet memberstook
totheair Friday, September 28,
2001 todoregional buisinessaround
thecountry.

Interior Secretary GaleNorton's
businesswashereinUtah, asshe
signedanagreementwithUtah
Governor MikeL eavitttoreceive
74,000 acresof statecontrolledland
withinthefederal Bear River Bird
Refuge. Inexchangefor thelandand
all itspetroluemand natural gas
rights, thestatewill get $15million
fromthefederal government.

Theagreementisaamicableway
to end adisputethat datesback
almosttothe 1928 creation of the
waterfowl management areawest of
BrighamCity.

"Weveavoidedlitigation,” Norton

lin
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The Staheli family corn maze isthe shape
of the state of Utah and isfilled with

shapes including the Utah beehive.

It'sbeen abattlecry at the Utah
Department of Agriculture andFood
foryears: watershed protectionis
eas er onwell-managedfarmand
ranchlandthaninsuburbsandincity
Streets.

Fromawatershed protection
perspectiveitiseasier towork with
onefarmer to managea250-acre
farmproperly thanitistowork with
700-800 home ownersonthe same
amount of land. That'sjust one
reason UDAF employeespromote
agricultural land preservationand
protection.

If you'rewonderingwhat all the
abovephilosophy hastodowiththe
photosonthispage, theansweris
simple. It'sonethingtosay that it
would begreat to preservesome
farmlandinevery community and
quiteanother tomakeit economically
viable. Thatisespecialy trueinareas
that areexperiencingalot of growth
andrapidly increasing property

T Al niiainivudil oo,
Staheli shouldbeableto
recoup thecost of devel op-
ment, promotionand
staffing of themaze. Be-
yondthat, the14-acrefield
shouldyieldmorecashas
anamusement attractionthanasany
other typeof agricultural crop. Asa
bonus, most of the 14 acres--as
much as90-95 percent--will leave
usablesilage cornthat can beused
ascattlefeed.

She
Spe
eve
wal

For Staheli, thecornmazeproject [

isafamily affair. Staheli grew the
cornal summer. Heand hiswife
Katherineparticipateintheopera-
tionof themaze, whichisrunmostly
by their son Burkeand hiswife
Lonette. Stahdli'sother children, his
siblingsandtheir childrenal play
rolesinthebusiness.

"Theresnoway Ralphcouldhave
doneitif everyonehadn't pitchedin,"
saidKatherineStahdli.

Inlate September, 2001, while
theUtah Nonpoint Sourceconfer-
encewasbeingheldinneighboring
St. George. The Staheli'shosteda
community charity event for theRed
Cross September 11thfund.

Thepatrioticeveningincluded
hundredsof Americanflagsandred,
whiteand blueballoons. Just before
sunset, Staheli'sdaughter, Sherrie

Local scouts, Saheli family members, a local rac
participated in the event that raised money for th
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Meeting Theme: Epa's Role, the Pace/schedule for
Development of TMDLs, and NPDES Permitting Pre and
Post TMDL

Topicstobediscussedinclude: How can EPA most effectively support
andensurestate TM DL devel opment?; requirementsfor EPA actionin
responseto states action or inaction; schedul esfor devel opment and
implementationof TMDLs; NPDESpermittinginimpairedwatersprior to
theestablishment of aTMDL ; andimplementing TMDLSIinNPDES
permits, includingthescheduleandroleof statesand EPA inissuingthese
permits.

Date: Nov 7-8, 2001
Time: 1-6 p.m. on Nov 7 and 8:00 a.m. - noon on Nov 8.

Location: Atlanta Capitol Plaza Hotel, 450 Capitol Avenue,
SW, Atlanta, GA. Phone: (404) 591-2000.

4. TMDL Listening Session, Oklahoma City, OK

Meeting Theme: Listing Impaired Waters

Topicstobediscussedinclude: timing: how often shouldthe Section
303(d) list besubmitted to EPA? Scope: Should thereporting requirements
for Section 305 (b) and Section 303 (d) beintegrated into asinglereport?
List credibility: What stepsshould betakento ensurecrediblelistsof
impairedwaters?Dataandinformation: What can bedonetoimprovedata
andinformationavailabletosupport listingdecisons?

Date: Nov 15-16

Time: 1-6 p.m. on Nov 15 and 8:00 a.m. - noon on Nov 16.
Location: Hilton Oklahoma City Northwest, 2945 Northwest

Expressway, Oklahoma City, OK. Phone (405) 848-4811

5. Washington, DC wrapup

Date: Dec 11, 2001

Time: 8:30 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Location: Wyndham Washington, DC, 1400 M St. NW,
Washington, DC. Phone: (202) 429-1700

The2001 Utah Nonpoint Source
(NPS) Water Quality Conference
wasasuccessful mix of training,
touringandtraditiona conference
sessons.

HeldinSt. George, UT for thefirst
time, thisyear'sNPSconference
featured only oneday traditional
conferencesess ons--two plenary
sessionsand two concurrent presen-
tation sessions--alongwithahalf day
tour and aday'sworth of watershed
committeetraining spread over two
days. Inal, thethreeday conference
waswell received.

Plenary speakersJim Cox, Na-
tional Associationof StateConserva
tion Agencies,and Dr. Earl Rogers,
Utah Department of Agricultureand
Foodinformedtheaudiencewith
theirtimely andimportant topics.

Cox, whoworksinWashington
D.C., updated conferencepartici-
pantsabout theFarm Bill, concen-
trated animal feedingoperation
(CAFO) rules, andtotal maximum
dailyload (TMDL) rules. TheTMDL
rule,whichiscurrentlyinthemiddle
of an18-monthreview andrevision
process by EPA wasalarge part of
Cox'sfocus.

Dr. Rogers, whorecently spenta
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